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BJForman . ■ 

■ I The HIAtUNG DAI tot this communion appe ars on the cover sheet „ith the corresponoence access - 

. ™™ caii c m pi apf THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE. 

Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114. 

PFRinn FOR REPLY [check only a) or b)] 

a) B The period for reply expires ±months from the mailing date * ^ jJJ^ jn Mp£p § 707 07 (f)) , the perio d for 
b □ in view of the early submission of t^PJ^^ of the final rejection, 

Xr.n^^'SK stSry^d for repiy expire ,«er than SK MONTHS from the 
mailing date of the final rejection. 

lee have been filed is the dale to purposes 0 «»™»"9»» 5^HM?oSed MuBr, penod lor reply originally sel in me final Office action: 0. 

[imely filed, may reduce any earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

fw ™ Annellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

^V^S^iS^ 1 .« » -id dismissa, o„he appea,. 
2H The proposed amendment wi,, be entered upon me time,, submission of a No,ice of Appea, and Appea, Brief 
with requisite fees. 

3 □ The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

' {a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search, (see NOTE below); 
lb) n thev raise the issue of new matter, (see Note below); 

Z 5 Z « no, deemed .0 p,ace ,he app,ica,ion ,n better form for appea, by ma,eria,,y reducing or simplifying .be 

issues for appeal; and/or . . 

,C □ ,be, present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number o, final* re,ected Caims. 

NOTE: . 

4 □ Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

5 □ Newly proposed or amended claim(s) _ would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment 
canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 

6 D The a,D affidavit b)D exhibit, or c,D request for .consideration has been considered but does NOT place the 
application in condition for allowance because: . 

7 □ The affidavit or exhibit »,,, NOT be considered because i, is no, directed SOLELY to issues which were new,y 
raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 

IB For purposes o, Appeal, the s,a,us o, ,he c,aim,s, is as ,o„ows <see attached written exp,ana,,on, „ any). 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: 
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Claim(s) rejected: 1-25 27-31, 
Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 
9. □ The proposed drawing correction filed on . 



a)Dhas b)D has not been approved by the Examiner. 



10.D Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement^ PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 

1 1 M Other: Continuation n fAdivsorv Action , an0 nnn 
l^LsMmm^f ^^ 27Nc7r-xm TO Nov 7000, 2Jan2000 
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Continuation of Advisory Action 

,™ ■ d 8 19-22 & 27-30 over Gifford (U.S. Patent No. 

Regarding the rejection of Claim. 1-8, 19 22 & 

•• t i 1U S Patent No. 5,763,178) and Chee et al. (U.S. Patent 
^7S0 335) in view of Chirikjianetal. (U.S. Patent i 

time ' th , Che. e. al "in no way teach long probes". This argument 

Aoplicant further argues that Chee et al. mn 
PP . , „„ r-hwetal specifically teach 

. ««ted in the previous action, Chee et ai. sy 

•very long probes may be requtred P 

■ , ar DNA (Column 4, Unes 50-54). Additionally, in response to 

^llle:: — - app„can, relies ,e„ long probes, are not rected ,n the 
is noted that the features speciflcatl on ( limitations 

. . , \ Alth0 uah the claims are interpreted m hght ot the sp 
rejected ctaunM- Although ^ ^ ^ 

from the specification are not read mto the claim.. 

US PQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

• nf Claims 9-18 over Chinkjian et al. (U.S. Patent 
Regarding the rejection of Clavms y 

. ■ ot Chee e. al (U.S. Paten, No. 5,S37,83 2 , and OoldricK et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
m ™w of Chee al. , ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

5,891,629), applicant argues that Chtnkjtan eta 

h rt roldrick et al. do not cure the deucienc.es of Chmkjtan 

— 
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rz^r--— — — 

lines 2-5) 

.oi (ii q Patent No. 5,837,832) in 
f rioim« 98-30 over Chee et al. (U.b. ratem , 
Regarding the rejection of Claims 28 30 

o . t Mn 5 763 178) applicant argues that nerther patent 
viewofChirikjianetal.(U.S.PatentNo.5,763,178), PP 

This argument is addressed above, 
suggest use of a full length sequence as a probe. This argu 

• of Claims 23-25 over Gifford (U.S. Patent No. 5,750,335) in view 

Regarding the rejection of Claims 26 ^ 

tal (US PatentNo.5,874,403)andFleclcet a l.(NucleicAcidsResearch,1994, 
rf Zoltu k hin et al. (U.S. 

22- 5289-5295) applicant argues that Gifford does n 

Conclusion 

be dl rected to BJ Forman whose telephone number » (703) 

reached on 6:45 TO 4:15. unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Gary 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are uns ^ ^ 

Jones can be reached on ,703, 303- U 5, The « ^^J^,. and (703) 30S-B724 
application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 308-4242 

te dir «c K d t. *e recast who,, .el.pnor, number » (703, 308-019 
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